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C u n L m i s s i u n e r  Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal C r s n m u n i c a t  i n n s  C u n m ~ s s ~ n r ~  
4 4 5  l ? t h  Street, NW 
Washington, D C 2 0 5 5 4  

hear Kathleen Aherrlath<? 

I am srltlnq to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
t l a q "  technology for digltal television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
s t r o n g l ; .  that such a pol~c;. would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
u l t i m a t e  adoption ot DTV 

A robust rompetitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto teatures of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
tem;hrmil;lgists what new products they can create This will result in pruducts 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast tlag mandate I would actually be less llkely to 
make an ~nrrestn~rnt lri  DTV-capable receivers and ot'her equipment I will not pay 
more r o r  devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

5:r,cerel:. 

lurrph aall 
1501 Pink Cherokee Court 
Apex Nc 2-51ij2 
USA 
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Ocroba !- 2003 

Commissioner Kerhleen Q .Abernathy 
Federal Cammurucabons Cammlssion 
445 l2rh Sheer NW 
X a s h g t o n ,  D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen .?.bemethy. 

i mi m u n g  to voice my opposmon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "koadcmt fla# technology for d+d tclrvidon Al a consumer 
and nhlen,  I feel suongly rhar such a p o k y  would be bad for ~ o v s t i o ~  C O ~ R  .ishu, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

?. robuar compeume mnrkel for consumer elecwonics must be roofed in mMuf0cWerS ability to innovate far the& cwtomers Mowing 
mavie smhas IO veto fentures of DTV-reception equpmenr wil l  enable the smdio# to tell tachnolo@ w h f  new p d u c t s  they c m  
create l h s  mill result m products that don't n e c e s s d y  reflect whnt coneumen LiLe me e d y  m L  and it could r e d  in me b & g  
c h q e d  more mane) for infenor functionahry 

If t+e FCC wsues 0 broadcwt flng mandete. I would actually be leis Uely lo make m m v e m m t  in DTV-cnpsble recdvm and other 
equpment I u?ll not p 4 y  more for dedces that Lmit my +w at the behest of Hollywood Plcple do not mpndate koadcart llq 
rrchmaloa far &@tal telewaon l l m k  you for your h e  

Smcerrl) 

4"- Kulp 
-07 7Lh 4 v e  

Cardwile I A j 2 2 4 1  
US4 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Karhleen Q Abernathy 
rederal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppooklon to any Ftt-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgha televlslon As a 
conwmer and cklzen, I feel srrongiy that such a pollcy would be bad Tor Innovation, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoprlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In mlnuheturers' abllhy to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng mode srudlog to  veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlns 
what neh product3 they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actdally want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor fun~lOnaltIy 

If the FCC Issues a broadcoot IIag mandate. I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable reekers 
and other equlpmenr 1 wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behen Of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadca3t ?lag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for yourtlme 

Slncerely 

Adam Debus 
5001 College St SE, Apt C2Ol 
Lacey, W A  98503 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Comrniri ioner ILthleen Q, Abernithy 
Federal Communicanons Comm>isian 
445 12th Street, UK' 
R'ashingan. D (3 20554 

Dear Kathleen .\bemathy, 

I m wnhng :o voice my oppoiihan to any FCC-mandated adopbon of "broadcast flag" technolog for &@tal 

telemclon. .45 a consumer and omen,  I tee1 strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
nehts. and t h e  dhmdte  adophon of D??' 

A robust. cornp~anve market for consumer electronics must be rooted m mmufacturers' abihty to m o v a t e  for 
their customers .Qlaunng m o n e  r t u d ~ o r  to veto feature5 of DTV-reccphon e q u i p m m t d  enable the 5 t U d 1 0 S  to 
tell technohest; what neul products they cdn create ?his  w l l  result m products that don't necessanly reflect 
u h t  coniurnrri like me schlally urmt. and I t  could result rn me b m g  chvged more money for rnfenor 
h l l C h 0 n a l l ~  

I t  the FCC ~ c s u e s  a broadcast flag mandate. I would actudly be less h M y  to make M mveihnent in DTV-capable 
ieceiiieri and other equipment 1 wll  not pay more for devlcer that hmit my nght5 at the behest of Hollyrvood. 
Please do not m a d a t e  bcoadcailt tlq technology f o r  &gd telerilsion. Thank you for your m e .  

Sincerely 

l i l .uk  M L o n c n  
2008 Judah S t  
SUI Francisco, CA\ 94122 
CSh 
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October 1 7  2003 

Commissianer Kathleen Q .&bemathy 
Federal Commurucauons Cornmimion 
445  12th Sheet. >-ut 
w a s h p a n .  D c 2 3 4  

Dear Kathleen .4bemathy. 

I rn m u n g  to c a m  my opposmon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flas" technology for digital tel-mi AB B developer 
cf H D T  technaloey. a consumer and ciuzen I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for hova t io& commn rights, and the 
ulwnare adopaon of D T  

1 work ill II company- they m k e i  H D D  chips. BO I see H D T  technology around me d day I've even &Urn code that Lnplemenu 
XT copy prorectmn (DTCP) I have nccens to all the spe&cntions and technical derait of what sill be mandated and I can see rhst it 
will only h u t  the conaumer We need more openness in this marketplace Evelyone w already paranoid to my m t h h p  because 
"Hollywood" mi@ crack down on them I m worried about the funue of my company ifthb bropdcmt k g  is mandated If there L no 
need to innovate then we may as well jut w&t for some offshore company to start cheaply mas0 produciq ow TV chips-we only i tsy 
on top aidbe C U N ~  by i m o v a ~ .  and if that is rakm away then we are already dead I feel that H D N  ndoption L h e a d y  on shaky 
p o u n d  and an) more obstaclcs mU severely hurt the marketplace 

The broadcast flag ir is going to turn OUT T s  mto &died movie h e a t e m  where we ariU not be nble to record a n y t h q  for later viewing 
and e ~ e n  then we mi@ hsve to pay jmt to watch B TV ahaw twice 1 h o w  this becawc campanics have h e a d y  aiked UI about mnkiq 
OUT products capable of thx kmd of madness 1 do eve* in my pawn to squelch mqurm l&e theme, but lfthc FCC scfl the 
precedent by mandahng h a  broadcast f l q  11 wll be mpoasiblc Innovations such nu Tivo u4l have much mamive re.bichana placed nn 
them that they wdl hsve barely any value 

A robust compenuve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufnccurm' nt&y to innovate for Ihdr ~ M a m n s  AUowq 
mowe studtos IO veto feetures of DD-recepnan equpment mU enable the sIuLos to tell technologirtl w h t  new producu they can 
ureete f i e  uzll result m products that don't n e c e a s d y  reflect what COnUUmRl l&e me actually want, and it could result h me being 
charged mme money for mfenar funcuonahy 

If h e  FCC imuew B broadcast flap mandete~ I would scrually be less likely to m& an h v e m m t  h DTV-capable receivers and 0th- 
,qmpmmt 1 w-J no; pay more for devices h a t  limit my righrs at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate handcart  flng 
techno la^ for d@td televiisian l l l h a n k  you for your time 

Smcerely 

Damd C d d w d  
10421 LampsonA\e 
Ga;den (hove. C.4 92840 

LS.9  
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Commissioner Kathleen Q. ,4bemathy 
Federal Communlcahonr Commiiision 
445 12th Street, N\V 
Washingon. D C 20554 

Dex IGthleen -4bernathp 

I m U'nQng to voice my opportbon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flag" technology for &gtd 
telewion .4s a consilmer and cihzen. I feel strongly that such a policy mould be bad €OK mnooabon, consumer 
rights. and t h e  ulbmitr idophon o t  D n '  

A roburr. compmhve market for consumer electronics must be rooted m manufacturers' abhty to innovzte for 
their tu:tomers ..Ulowng mone  studtos to veto features of Dm-recephon equipment mll  enable the stud~os to 
tell terhnolopstr what new products they c a n  create. ?his d l  result in products that don't necessanly reflect 
uhat conrumeri  I& me actullly Want, and I t  could result m me bemg charged more money for infenor 
fuuncuonallty 

I i  t h e  FCC I S C U ~ S  2 broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less l~kely to m& an mvesbnmt m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I unll not pay more for demces that 1mt my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do n o t  mandate bmadas t  tlig technology €or dtgital teleulsion. ?hank you for your m e .  

Smcerelv. 

Ben Ceschi 
33Invo Circle 

ZS.4 
s o u n t o ,  CA 9494- 



> 

Page 1 of 1 11 01 33 P M ,  1OH7103 5413023099 

October 17,  2003 

Comml33loner Kathleen Abernathy 
Federal Comrnlinlcatlonr) Cornmlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngron, C C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Aaernathy, 

I am writlng tn voice my npposltlon t o  any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broodcast flag" technology for d l g h l  televlslon & a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that 3uch a pollcy would be bad for Innowtbn, conaumer rlghh, and the ultlmate 
aooptlon of DTv 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manuhdurerrr' ablltry to Innovate forthelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlo3 to veto features of DTv-receptlon equlpment will enable the Otudlos to tell technologists 
what new prooucts they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necesnrlly refled whnt consumers llke me 
actually want, an6 t could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be le93 llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recehers 
a r d  other equlpment I wIIl not pay more for devlces that llmh my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcssr rlag tecnnology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Ryan Ware 
17848 sw Bryan way 
Beaverton, OR 97007 
USA 
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October 17. 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Comrnunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, h W  
Washlngton D C  20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to  any FCC-mandated udoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for d l g h l  televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innomtlon, consumer rlghn, and the ultlmste 
adoprlon or DTV 

F robust cornpetltive market for consumer eleflronlcs must be rooted In manuhnurcn' abllny to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowing movle 01Udlos to veto features 07 DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll ennble the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't nacrsoarlly refleetwhat consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and n could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlanulky 

I? the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would aerually be less llkely to make an InveOtment In DN-capable recebero 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglml televlslon Thank you ?or your tlme 

Slncerely 

J l r ~  Lebl 
9635 Genesee Ave E l  
San Dlego, CA 92121 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

tbmml9sloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Comm1sslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton 3 t  20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon As u 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innmtlon, consumer rlghn, and the ulrlmate 
adoption of DTV 

A robust competltlve market (or consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuhcturen' iblllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng rnovle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpmcnt wlll enable the dudlos to tell technologlns 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necesnrlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
ac:ualiy want ana It could result In me belng charged more money for Inlerlor funmlonalPf 

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recebem 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmtt my rlghm at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcasr rlag rechnology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

patrick grolemund 
34 Laura Drive 
Sandy Lake, PA 16145 
USA 
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Commlssloner Kathleen 0 Abernathy 
Federal Communlcarlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Streer, I\rW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to  any Ftt-mandated adoptlon of "broadcant flag" technoloay for d l g h l  televlolon A0 a 
consumer and cirlzen, I (eel strongly lhat such a p o k y  would be bad for innovation, consumer rlghn, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust compernive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuhcturen' abllky to lnnomte for thelr 
cu9tomem Allowlng movle studlog lo veto festures of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the Pudlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create Thls wlII result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcaot rlag mandare. I would actually be less llkely to make an lnveslment In DTV-capable reeelven 
and other equipment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Oscar Merlda 
1030 Temple Ct 
Sterllng, VA 20164 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlsslcner Kathleen 0 Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton D C  20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to valce my opposltlon to  any FCC-mandated adoptlon ot "broadcost flag" technology tor dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and clflzen, I reel strongly tnat such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, compettlve market fer consumer elecrronlcs must be rooted In rnonuhduren' i b l l b  to Innovate tor thelr 
customers Ailowlng movie studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what neb products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necesrarlly retlect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalb 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recebers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more tor devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast tlag rechnolagy tor dlgltal televlslon Thank you fer your tlme 

Slncereiy 

Rlchard Soderberg 
353 Blackstone St 
Sprlngfleld, OR 97477 
USA 
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Commissioner IGthleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Cornmumcanons Commission 
445 12th street. XK' 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear IGthleen .\bema+ 

I 01 wnhng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adopnon of "broadcast flag" technology for &gtd 
telewiion AE a consumer and clhzen, I ieel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovanon, consumer 
nghtr. and the ulhmite idophon o t  D n '  

A coburt. compehhve market for consumer electrorucs must be rooted m manufacturers' aMty to m o v a t e  for 
their customers i\llou,ngmoiie rtudo: to veto features of DlV-recept~on equpmentpnll enable t h e  studios to 
tell t e c h n ~ l o p ~ t s  what new products they can create. ?hi s  wl l  result in products that don't neccssanly reflect 
u h a t  consurnerr like me actually W M t ,  md I t  could result rn me bemg chuged more money for rnfenor 
iunchondl& 

If the FCC ~ s s u e c  a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less Lkrly to make an inveshnent m DTV-capable 
~ e c t i i r e i ~  and other equipment I w l l  not pay more for demces that 11mt my nghtg at the behest of Hollyood. 
Plea-e do n o t  mlndate broadcast tlag technoloa tor &Et4  television. ?hulk you for your h e  

Sncerely. 

Ioreph Crow 
'8 Bel!ex-ue Aue 
Hai.erhill. M.% 01 832 
L >A . .^ 
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October I-. 2003 

Comm>ssioner Ihthleen Q. Abemcth? 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12 th  Street. K W  
K'ashmgon. D C 20554 

Dear Ibthlcen ibemathy, 

I am wnbng to 7:oice my strong opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flag" technology for 
dptd telexnilon -4s a consumer and cihzen. I suspect str0ngI.y that such a policy 15 bad for Innovahon, my 
consumer nuhts. and the UlQrnate idopbon o t  DTV as L mnlble me&um of commumcahons. 

h robust. compehbrre market tor  consumer electronics must be rooted m a manufacturers' abrlity to innovate for 
their customers and their market. .4llowng mome stud~os to veto feature3 of DTV-recephon equipment, an 
absurd concept a t  best. uill enable the s t u d o s  to tell technologstr what new products they can and cannot 
create T ~ E  w 1 1  surely result m products that do not reflect what canrumerr LLe me actudlywant, m d  It  could 
result m me papng more money for inknor  funchonllty. Enough is enough. 

Ii the FCC i is i ies  such A broadcast f l qmmda te ,  I wll not make anyinvesh~lent m DTV-capable recetvers and 
other cuch rrlsted equipment. I wll  not ply for demncer thit  hmit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood 
mllionares and mechi barons I must m51st  that you do not mandate broadcast flag technology ior dgd 
releiision. To do so would be a massive wolanon of the consumer's m u s t  and further proof that we axe not the 
supporter: of  Lee enterpnse and equd compehhon that was once the hahark  of Amencan busmess. 

Tt,ank ~ i o u  far \-our hme 

Smcerelh-, 

Bii! Frazzetta 
8500 SIX' 24th 3 
SLmnie. FL 33322 
L:SA 
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October 17, 2003 

Cornmlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commission 
445 12th Street, YW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Katnleen Abernathy. 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppostlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast tlag" technology tor dlgka televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel srrongly that such a pollcy would be bad tor Innovation, consumer rlghrs and the ultlmate 
sdoprlon of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs musl be rooted In manuhefurem' abllky M Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studios to  veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpmenr W I I  enable the studlos to tell rechnologlsts 
what new products they con create This wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want. and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalb 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to mike an Investment In DTV-capable recebers 
and other equlpmenr I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast ?lag technology for dlglral relevlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerel), 

Jesse Welnsteln 
1851 S Stearns Dr 
Los Angeles, CA 90035 
USA 
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October I 2003 

Commisnoner Kathleen Q A b e m h y  
Federal Cammumcabana Commission 
443 12th S u e e l  >-u 
W a s h g o n .  D C 20554 

:)ear Kathleen 4bernethy~ 

I mi UnMg to voice my opposition to any FCCmandated ndopaon of "broadcast clag technology for 
and ciuzen~ I feel strongly that mch a palicy would be bad for Lrnovano~ C O ~ S U ~ R  +a. and the u l h n t e  adoption of DTV 

4 robust campebbre marker for consumer elecuonics m u t  be rooted in manufacram' nbiliry to innovate for rhdr cwtomem f l o w i n g  
movie studios to veto features of Dn-reception equipment will a b l e  rhe studios to tell technologins what new products they can 
ciente T h 1 6  will result in products that don't n e c e s s d y  reflect what consumers like me actuaUy want, and it could result in me being 
chiueed more money for infmor function&?, 

If the FCC ismre Y brondcnst flag mandate I would actually be less likely to make an i n v e h r n t  in DN-capable receivm and 0th~ 
equipment 1 wdl not pay more for devices that limit my ri&ts nt the behest of Hollywood Pleple do not mandntc broadcast flag 

telenaon As a c o m e r  

technolop for &@tal televimon TharJ- you for your time 

Smcerely 

\.Inn Maurmo 
640 Wmdsor Dnve 
M e d o   park^ C~1 R40:i 

L'S 1 
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Commissioner kathleen Q ibernathy 
Federal Cunmunica t . icms C o n l n l i s s l o n  
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
V a s h i n g t n n  D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear hathleen Abernathy 

I am wrlting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
fiag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for  innovation. consumer rights and the 
~uitiimate z h p t i u n  of DTU 

E, robust conhpetitive marhet for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto reatures  ot DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
L r c t m u l o g i s t s  what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

I t  the FCC issues a broadcast t l a g  mandate I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment i n  DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
nmre ttir devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
"mandate broadcast flag technology for  digital television Thank you for your time 

5.2 ncrrel:. 

Stephen Lecocq 
7 1 6  N 1250 E R d  
Iay1,7rv> I !e 1T. h l S b 8  
USA 
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October 17. 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communicatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
aashlngton, 0 C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernethy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppositlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlglhl televlslon ps a 
consumer and cltlzen, 1 feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovltlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultimate 
adoptlon or DW 

A r0bUSt. competlbe marker tor consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manuhburen' ablltty to Innovate fer thelr 
customers Allowlng movle 91Ud109 to veto teatureg of DTv-reeeptlon equlpment will enable the studlos m ell technologists 
what new products they can creete Thls wlll result In products that don't necasrarlly r d l e b  what consumem llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor funelonaltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandete, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devkeo that Ilmk my r lghh Ot the behest of Hollywmd Plea9e do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslen Thank you tor your tlme 

Sincerely 

MlKe Neagle 
613 Creel Ave 
I.o~ls~Il le KY 40208 
USA 
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Commlssloner Kathleen d Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, 3 C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

! am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcan Hag" technology tor d lgb l  televlolon As a 
coisumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that such I pollcy would be bad tor lnnoutbn, consumer r l g h ,  and the ultlmate 
adoptlon 01 D N  

A robust, cornpetlrive market tor consumer elecrronlcs must be rooted In manuheturem' abllny to Innovate forthelr 
customers Allow!ng mode studios to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment WIII enable the studlos to cell technologlm 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In producls that don't necesosrlly rdleet what consumers llke me 
ac:ually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalky 

If m e  FCC Is9ues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recebers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llm!t my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology ?or dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Davld Edmeades 
2801 NW 23rd blvd 
ttL77 
Galnesvllie FL 37605 
USA 
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October I-, 2003 

Cornmisrioner Iitthleen Q. .%bemathy 
r ederal Commun~anons  Commission 
445 12th Street. 4K' 
I?"aclimgon. D C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen .4bemathy, 

1 am w n b n g  to voice m v  opporibon to any FCC-mmdated rdopbon of "broadcast flag" techno1og)i fo r  d e t a l  
te lewron A s  d consumer and clhzen. I feel rtronely that such 
rights. and the u l u m a t e  adopbon oEDl7' 

-4 robust. compebhve market for  consumer electronics must be rooted m manufacturers' abhty to innovate for 
their customers. .llloumgmoxne stud~os to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment MLI enable the studos to 
tell technolopstc what n m  products they c m  create. This MU result In products that don't necersanly reflect 
u.kdt co r i~umer :  Lke m e  actudly want. and it could result In me being chaxged more money for infenor 
funcuonditi. 

I t  the FCC I E F U ~ S  a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less hkdy to make an mvertmmt m DTV-capable 
receir.-err and other equipment. I u d  not pay more for  demcer that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyarood. 
Please do not mmd.ne broadcast iLg technoIOU for &@tal telemsmn. ?hank you for your b m e .  

Sincerely 

Mcheal i'ega 
4623 Elon Cresent 
Lakelmd. FL 33810 
L'S.4 

- 

policy would be bad for mnovahon, coniumer 
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October 17, 2OQR 

Commisiioner Ibthleen Q. Abemarhy 
Federal Communlcahons Commizrion 
445 12th % m e t  SIX' 
\Yarhlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernsthy 

I dm wnhng to voice my opporihon to any FCC-mandated idophon of "broadcast flag" technology for  dgtd 
telerxsion HE a concumec and Cthzen. 1 feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnnov2hon, consumer 
nrhtr. m d  the ultimate adophon o t D n '  

A robust. compehhve market for  consumer electronics must be rooted in mmufacturers' iMty to innovate for 
t h e ~ r  cuitomers rillouyng mome studor to veto features of DTKrecephon equipment wll enable the s t u d ~ o s  to 
tell technoloysrr what new products they c a n  meate. ?his d l  result m products that don't necessanly reflect 
what con~umeri  I?h me actulily want. and it could result in me bemg charged more money for infenor 
iunchonhty 

I t t h c  FCC tcsuec a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be lesr hkcly to make pn mvesbnent in DTV-capable 
recenierr and other equipment I udl not piv more tor demces that l m t  my n&t5 ct the behest of Hollyruood. 
Please do not mandate broadcnit tlag technolofi- for dgtd televlsion Thmk you for your m e .  

Smcerelv. 

scar! Loulsin 
j! W'aodrurk Run 
Gahmna. OH 43230 
CSA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton D C  20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

i am writing to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology tor dlgltal televlslon As a 
can9umer and cltlren, 1 feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad Tor lnnwrtion, coniumer rlghB, and the Ultlmate 
adoptlon ot DTV 

A robust, competltlve market ?or consumer electronlcs m u s l  be rooted In manuhcturers abllity to Innovate tor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos IO veto features of DTv-receprlon equlpment wlll enable rhe studloo 10 tell rechnologlots 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neeess~rlly reflect what consumers like me 
actuaily want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inlerlortundlonalky 

I7 the FCC Issues a broadcast ?lag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable reCelverS 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmn my rlghb at the behest 07 Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast tlag technology tor digkal televlslon Thank you tor your time 

Slncereiy 

Narhan Plamondon 

Apaftrnent 212 
Tempe. nZ 85781 
USA 

610 E Gllbert Dr 
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October 1:. 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen 0 Abernathy 
Federal Cornnunlcatlons Comrnlsslon 
445 12th Streer, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am wrltlng to volce my oppasltlan to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadmstfiag" technology tor d lgb l  televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlren, I feel strongly that w e n  a pollcy would be bad (or Innovatbn, consumer rlghn, and the ultlmate 
adoption of DTV 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuhburen' abllky to Innovate lor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologloto 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neeesrarlly rellect what consumen llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Ibsues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more tor devlces that llmn m y  rlghrs at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you Tor your llme 

Sincerely, 

Keith Trussell 
10865 Blutrslde b i t 2 0 9  
Studlo City, C4 91604 
USA 
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October 1'. 20C3 

Commissioner IGthleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Commumc:anons Commission 
445 12th Street. NR' 
N'ashqton .  D C 20554 

Deir Ibthleen .%bemathy 

[ m w m n g  to mice  mv appojihon to anv FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flng" technology for &gtd 
telemsion. AI  a consumer and cihzen. I feel strongly that such a p a l q  would be bad for mnovmon, consumer 
rights, md the ulnmate ndophon o i  DTI' 

A rsbust, compenhve market for  consumer electromcr must be rootedm mmufacmrerr' a M t y  to mova te  €or 
their customeri .iUlowng mome studos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpmmt d enable the smdos to 
tell technoloestr what new products they can create. T h s  4 result in products that don't necessanly reflect 
U h d t  consumeis like me ictudlv wmt, and r t  could result m me bang charged more money for infenor 
tuncbondiry 

I t  &e FCC Issues 2 broadcast tlag mandate. I would actually be less likely to make pn mveshnent m DTV-capable 
rcceivcrs and other equipment I ud l  not pav mofe €or dewcer that Lmit my nghts at the behest of Hol lyood.  
Please do n o t  mandate broadcnjt t l q  technolo,g tor &gtd telewslon. Thank you for your h m e .  

Sincerely. 

j m e s  H w o  
955Junipe1 St NE 
Umt 3022 
Atlanta. GA 3d309 
L. >A 1 1 -  
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslan 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am wrltlng to voice my opposltlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of "broadcas? flag" technology for dlgltal televlshan As P 
consumer and cltlzen. I ?eel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rlghrs, and the ultlmate 
adoprlan of DW 

A robust, carnperntve market for consumer Clectronlcs must be rooted In manuneturem' ablllly to Innovate Torthelr 
customers AlloWlng movle studios to veto teatures of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can Create This wlll result In produrn that don't necemrlly re?lectwhat consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged mare money for Inferlor functlonallry 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be legs llkely to m a b  an Investment In DlV-capable receken 
and other equlpment I wlll nat pay mare for devlces that IlmR my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
braadcast flag tecnnology for dlgnal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Apu Mulllck 
42 Ronald Terrace 
Sprlngfleld, NJ 07081 
USA 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of  switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far  more palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer i f  switching doesn't mean discarding m y  existing home network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in m y  living room. Please do not  
allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a 
home movie; send an email clip of m y  child's football game to a distant relative; or record a 
TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed to remove this control and flexibility that  I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more 
enloyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new 
digital equipment7 A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense with a l l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of  
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transition by opposing the  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Dasha Weatherman 
2 1 5 1  North Cecelia Street 
Sioux City, LA 51105 


